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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has 
been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 5/18/2005 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "some of the other computers". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the lattter". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 1 recites the limitation "a function of their availability". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 , 3-6, and 9-1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Passera et al. (U.S. 5,909,681) in view of Ellis, III (U.S. 
2001/0013049) 

8. Claims 1 , 3-6, and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over in view of Krum (U.S. 6,618,820). 

Regarding claim 1, Passera teaches a computational data processing system, 
comprising: an assembly of networked computers (12, ...22) in each of which is stored 
at least one computational application [Passers - Figures Col. 5 lines 50-67 - Col. 6 
lines 1-9 - Plurality of processors networked together, i.e. networked computers, contain 
at least one application, i.e. BuildModel Master, BuildModel Slave, ApplyModel Master 
or ApplyModel Slave], and a data processing machine (10) for storing computational 
data which is linked to the network and in communication with the computers (12, ... 22) 
[Passera -- Figure 1, Col. 5 lines 64-67 and Col. 10 lines 31-38 - Data set is required 
and is obviously stored in a data structure on a storage device of the control/master 
computer. All computers belong to the network, therefore, storage is accessible to other 
machines], at least one of the computers (12) operating as master computer and at 
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least some of the other computers (14, ... 22) operating as slave computer [Passera - 
Figures 1 and 2 and Col. 6 lines 10-20 - System comprises both master computer and 
slave computers)], characterized in that at least one of the computers (12) comprises, 
stored in memory, an algorithm for configuring the other computers of the network as 
slave computers and an executable master application for managing the tasks of each 
slave computer [Passera - Figures 3, 13, 16 and 17 and Col. 6 lines 1-9, lines 21-29, 
lines 38-67 and Col. 9 lines 23-57 - Both master and slave computers store and execute 
the appropriate application for configuring themselves to execute processes on a data 
set when directed by the master] and of corresponding computational data which are 
stored in the storage machine (10) [Passera -Figure 1, Col. 5 lines 64-67 and Col. 10 
lines 31-38 - Data set is required and is obviously stored in a data structure on a 
storage device of the control/master computer]. 

Passera fails to explicitly teach wherein said configuring algorithm and said 
master application are loaded into each computer of the network. 

Ellis, III, however, discloses a processing system for configuring algorithm and 
load master application into each computer of the network [Ellis, III - paragraph [0096]; 
"any computer can potentially be both a user and provider, alternatively— a dual mode operating 
capability. Consequently, any PC 1 within the network 2, preferably connected to the Internet 3 
(and successors like the Metalnternet), can be temporarily a master PC 30 at one time initiating a 
parallel or multitasking processing request to the network 2 for execution by at least one slave 
PC 40, as shown in FIG. 10E. At another time the same PC 1 can become a slave PC 40 that 
executes a parallel or multitasking processing request by another PC l 1 that has temporarily 
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assumed the function of master 30, as shown in FIG. 10F. The simplest approach to achieving 
this alternation is for both master and slave versions of the parallel processing software to be 
loaded in each or every PC 1 that is to share in the parallel processing, so each PC 1 has the 
necessary software means, together with minor joperational modifications, such as adding a 
switching means by which a signaled request for parallel processing initiated by one PC 1 user 
using master software is transmitted to at least a second PC 1, triggering its slave software to 
respond by initiating parallel processing ") 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the configuring algorithm and loading 
master application into each computer of the network, as taught by Ellis, III, into the 
invention of Passera, in order to provide better and more efficient handling for high 
demand jobs and faster processing and completion of tasks. 

Regarding claim 3, Passers- Ellis, III teach the invention substantially as claimed, 
as aforementioned in claim 2 above, including a system characterized in that each 
computer furthermore comprises an executable slave application under the control of 
the master computer (12) when this computer is configured as slave, for the local 
management of the computational application [Passers -- Figure 1 .3, Col. 6 lines 1-9, 
Col. 9 lines 23-29, Col. 9 lines 42-67 - Col. 10 lines 1-27 and Col. 11 lines 14-49 - Each 
slave contains program code, i.e. BuildModel Slave and ApplyModel Slave, to configure 
the slaves and to control the execution once the data set is sent to a slave for 
processing], the said slave application comprising software means for talking to the 
storage machine (10) [Passera » Figure 1, Col. S lines 64-67 and Col. 10 lines 31-38 - 
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Data set is required and is obviously stored in a data structure on a storage device of 
the control/master computer. In order for the slaves to receive, process and store data, 
they must contain code to "talk" to machine housing data set]. 

Regarding claim 4, Passera- Ellis, III teach the invention substantially as claimed, 
as aforementioned in claim 3 above, but fails to explicitly teach using the file transfer 
protocol (FTP) for exchanging data. The use of FTP for transferring files from a client to 
a server was notoriously well known and obvious in the art. This protocol is commonly 
and extensively used throughout the world of networking for transferring data from one 
machine to another. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of FTP for exchanging 
data into the invention of Passera- Ellis, III in order to provide a fast, easy and well- 
known protocol means for transferring information/data between machines. 

Regarding claim 6, Passera- Ellis, III teach the invention substantially as claimed, 
as aforementioned in claim 1 above, including a system characterized in that the 
configuring algorithm comprises software means for formulating a man/machine 
interface (24) suitable for display on a screen of each computer for the configuring of 
the said computers [Passera -Figure 1 , Col. 5 lines 50-67 - Col. 6 lines 1-9, Col. 6 lines 
38-42 and Col. 1 1 lines 26-28 Code which is used to develop neural network and 
provide training is required and therefore w^s obviously created by a user using an 
interface. Thus, software used to code the jrograms, i.e. BuildModel Master, etc. was 
used to display the code and provide the resources for the developer to code the 
program, namely, the man/machine interface]. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



9. Claims 5, 9 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey C. Pwu whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6798. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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